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'Ttie Senate having ^efeiimeii the conajderatlpfi of llii report of this cdft'miltek'of 
c6iife4sJb4te on the dfeAgre«ing votes'of th« Wo rHotlSba Mpou «h'd bHi:(8. No. 161) for ^ 
the admission of' th« State of KnosBs into the Union-^Mr. STJU^ABTiBftid; , , ' 

M^/pREBirt^»BijT : The iiipol^tafit subjeide grdWiiigf ' oia'i of t^e.adtntssldh ' 
of, Kjitifas as a St^te itttb tbi^lUnidri, is &^sAti pieie'ftt'^a,i6' tfio cbiisid^ra- 
tioit of the Senate tbrougt the report of the cd&'ikiittee of c6itflrrepc<3. 
While there are certain preliminary questions respecting the authority of 
the Senate to (ionsider that matter, Until the bill has betin returned to ns 
br the' House of R^ipt'efeeatatives, I propose' for the prefteftt' to pass over ^ 
tSe^**tid-to;6p«i14«r'^^^^ ^ubJ^.t'b^MtiiU^ [ • ■ - 

It seems to me inclispensaHie to a fair understauding olf the qrfestibtt ti6^ 
presented th&t we should recUr to the history of this trftilbtctionj and gee 
wbfrt .faaiB been doiae hefretdfosv, lb doing; fto; at this tim^' I feel il iuouisl-^ 
b^Dt ,ou me t<i say! thfctj whrle l «ixdl t^^ the naeKibers of tJhe coinmittoe-' 
with that respect which I feel for tha^ii {ftdividnally^ and i^^dfiiis due to' 
them us' members of this body> 1 shall ti'^ittt ihe^r tkptnti afocording to the 
riileaof iBterprfl4ation,:and lisiikll ineist that" thby^ mean fey that re^ottl^ 
precisely what will be^ in taf judgiUetit,! it^ bec^ary oob^equeBbes, j 

Siiv about two- yedts «gp, So far th&' actiott the ini^6rity;''of tlr©'; 
Sen^td fwas tjcnddrned, we dett^iuM tfali Kansas itni^Ht be ^mitt^I !nti» 
tbe !(Jnibni ; We ^ietermitiied ' at thttt triti'*, that io ' ftir ' the; <jue3tibn of ^ 
popvlation^asi coQcei^Aed^'threre-weria le^ch; cii^cabii^^ iiMdmt totbe' 
eiistdiree oftfais Teih^tory/abd thd ohafdci^rofits people,' ab'to radke il szf i 
pediefnt^dd pfop^: thiit tfe^y toi^ti forafi a dottsttiutioUj wffjmizfif themf/ 
selr«^ sis a- Statej iatid at th»t 'time bd idnaitted iuio tbe Umoi. -Wbe&! w€?i 
canb hbre: st the' ootadm^iioemiaf the pfetifdibt Cbngr4i», iir^ foutid-tJial^ ' 
the people of Kansas, acting^ as il is said, through a convention, had >3r0li 
piiscB i 6oBstito!tiod, bad partially ot^^ikd a Stffta gwb-ometat,' «nd £t&d 
demtedsdf.' isdDuknoi^ ■ int6 the' Uubu as a St^te undwlt . : Upbii t^iSa: aop ■ 
douSKwrnat'^ihai by the Preslddut of thxi ITiiited'Siktes/;! d^m^ |t; 
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my duty to say that, in niy judment, such had been the conduct of that 
conreotion, so completely bad it set at defiance the provisions of the organic 
act of the Territory, eo compll^lyibajd it ^tfimpted to overturn the prin- 
ciples of self-govarnment, so enormously Bad it concocted a fraud, and 
sought to fix that fraud upon the people, that I never could, and never 
would, agree by my vote to aid in carrying out that effort. 

But^ sir, at a latjer day, the constitution wa3 received ;^ was submitted to 
thc/SonaW i |t{'*d8!r||erred to|^ the Comiriitte© on Territories, When it; 

^ftte we found this remarkable faot^ •which becomes aa dfiiport- 
ant consideration in determining upon the question of the report of the 
committee of conference to-day. The first copy of that constitution, which 
was authentically published, was published in the Washington Union, and 
was said to .li^^efbeen.obt^iqe^frjem.tho President of tliQ United States; 
and when that feonstftution was pubHshei, this land ordinance was the 
the first division in order in the instrument, arxd it appeared to be a com- 
ponent part of it. In connect! oti -witb that question, let me quote from the 
certificate attached to the ordinance itself; 

Thef ^ith^u 18 a truo and perfect 6opy of ^life brdinanee adopted b/ t|ie (Jonstiki- 
tional convention, and submitted as part of the constitution by the conventioa 
■wbicb ftseembled at Lecompton on the 6th day of September, A. D. 1867. 

JOHN CALHOUN, 
• ' ' ' ■' I ' Ptesideni Consiiiutionai Convtntton. 

LsooJtPTOs, KiKSAS TmtKiTORT, January 14, 1858. 

TheTfl have tbe fftct, tbe only evidence we had, to wit : the certificate 
of the president of the convention, John Calhoun, that this paper, on which 
we have been acting, is, in fact, the constitution made by the Lecompton 
copvention— WAS equ:jilly conclusive to show that that convention submitted, 
as a part of tb9 constitution, the ordinance which accompaiued it ; .^^pd yet 
we find that the Coqunittee on Territories, in their report, come to this 
conclusipn; , 

•'The eottmiittfee do not approve the ordiaance accomp&'&ying the constitution, 
aQdjreport agaio^l its allowance ; but they do not rogard it. as bny part of 'the ■qor\- 
stitution, nor will its approval or disapproval by Congress affect the validity of tbafc ; 
CQBsti^tution if the State pe admitted into the Union as recommended.'' , , 

Now, sir, I call; the attention of the Senate to this importeat ; posture of • 
RSmsti ActinglupQU the report and jadgjnent of that committed, the 
Senate proceeded to consider the bill which they reported. They adapted 
the opinion <j6Utainod in the report, that the ordinance was no part of tb© 
conAUtuiioQ, and that tbe Oonstitution would be in no wise afiected if tbo 
State were ?idmilted iuto the Union undet it, though we dieRpproved and 
disavowed ^© ordinance. That bill was e^nt to the HouSe of Kepre8enta«- 
tiri*. The. House df Itepreaentati^es refused to pass it. There wa^ aacier- 
tained to be a defcided, iixed, unalterable majority of tbe House of .Repm'' 
teotatives -against that bill ; but.tbey 8>entud itistead of it a -|iroposiiti6ji of 
tbdir own, a plain, ju&t, fair propositiouj, one whi0b.il became Congrete y>i 
mak<^ anid ;^ould be becoming the people' of iKansas to sreceive and aci ' 
' upoBi! It came here. The Senate refuffed ito; take it, audi sent it baok to ■ 
tbe'Hoiiae' of .Reptesentativea ; tbe House . adhered to their original posi- - 
tbnv abd a conan^ttee of eonferenoe was jSnally, agreed to > between the tw>> 
H«ra|^ ■ ■ ■.),■.■ ■ ,■ ' ■/'■,•. ■! - 'M 

' HioWi'wbftt do they say I I aak ibat qu^lion berfe.io-day, I fihsih 
be obtigcd to any. tnember of the committee, or to«ny advocate; of their< 
ri^^ferti if iliiiy will aSawer ma aorae of the queatioos vbich; in the' oc^irae of- 
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my remarks, I shall ask. I repeat again, Mr. President, what do tbe com- 
mittee say ? That there is a difference of opinion between the two Houses 
as to whether the constitution reflects the will of the people or not, aa to 
tbe propriety of whether it should be submitted to the people in order to 
determine whether it is their will and their constitution? Not a word of 
it. Will any member of the committee, or of this body, tell me that thera 
has been any other dispute between the two Houses than that ? I beg 
leave to vepeat the question, sir for I desire it somewhere to be answer- 
ed : wili the committee, or any advocate of its report, tell me that there 
has been any dispute between the two Houses, except as to the question 
whether this constitution was fairly made, and whether it really and truly 
reflected the will of the people of Kansas? That is thfe only question upon 
which the two Houses have been diffei-ing. 

But what says our committee ! They say it is important determine 
ft question upon the ordinance. I would like to asik a member of the com- 
mitt,ee. I would like to ask an advocate of their proposition, where did 
you Jearn that there was a dispute in Congress, or in Kansas, about the 
ordinance ? Where is the information that the people of Kansas aro dis- 
puting with the proposition of the Committee on Territories of this body, 
as to the amount of land they shall have ? Who hife heard it, and from 
whence did he hear it ? Who has heard the question mooted in the Senate ? 
Who has heard it mooted in the Hal! of the House of Representatives ! 
Has a man in the broad domain of the United States raised a dispute upon 
this topic ? Not a living man. 

Sir, I alluded to it in the firet speech I made here for a purpose which 
i« pertinent to-day. I alluded to it as a part of the plan of that conven- 
tion to bribe the people of Kansas. By this plan, if it was found impossible 
to seduce a majority of Congress, that convention might hope that the 
people of Kansas,, if they could get $30,0fl0,000 worth of land, might be 
willing to take this constitution. Before I made my speech in December 
last, the acting chairman of the. Committee on Territories (Mr. Gkeen) 
made a speech in reply to the honorable Senator from Illinois, (Mr. 
DouoLAs;) and what did he say f He said: 

" The ordinance that accompanies the constitution Is held by some to be extr&ra- 
pant in its demands on the Federal Government. It may or may not be so. Whether 
It be right to accede to the proposition submitted in the shape of i.n ordinanoe or 
aot, I snail not now stop to discuss ; for I hold that it is no part of the constitutioa 
of Kansas. It is a separate proposition presented by^the convention of Kansas, and 
it is a matter of contract with the Federal Government whether we acced,e to it or 
HOt, We may disaffirm that contract. Jn other words, it ia a propotition, and we 
may make a counter- proposition. , It is a matter for consideration, for adjuitnukt; 
•aa it is no branch or part of the constitution of the State." 

I have said that the president of the convention certifies to n^ that 
it ie ; and that the convention at Lticompton made it a part of the consti- 
tution ; and that we have tjo better evidence of the constitution iUelf than 
we have of this fact. But, sir, I care not which way it is settled, l a&f 
again that, from the time this measure was introduced iuto Congress dowQ 
to to-day, there has not only not beep no disput/e between the two Houses, 
but there has been no dispute betweoa any members of Congress, as to 
whether we should give one or the otl er of these land propositions. And 
jet the conferepco committee coides he t - ^^ md tel is ua that they have deedaied 
It desirable to submit to a vote of tla people of Kansas, the question 
whether they, will take the same laud donations that we made t6 the Stftte' 
<^ MinnQcsota in the bill for the admii«on of that Stdte into theiUfiiod. 
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By wlial aUtborSty, I «fty, dot!iey tell iis tiiat story, and upon ^htti gromif} 
is it foitinded t They teli m thpt that i& the only question subn\ittcd. The • 
Senator from Yirgvi^ia, (Mr. Humxer,) aiKl the Senator from Missouri, (Mr, 
Grubn,) both afSrraed in their places yesterday that there was no submia- 
»ion of the 3L«coinpton constitution to the people of Kansas. The Senator 
from yirginia said he neyer had agreed, end he never would agree, to 
submit to the people of Kansas the Lecompton constitution by an act of 
Congress j and yet^ both of these Senators tell us, the bill which they have 
pre&epted tells Its, that if the land proposition fails, the constitution fails, 
i^ndHhey are not admitted as a State into the Union; but, if the people,, 
by a vote, agr«e to the land proposition,, then the President is to issue his 
pcoclatpstion, and proclaim the Stat© in the Confederacy^ 

Now, sir, let me state to the Senate a perfect illustration of this doctrine. 
When the trapper sets his trap to catch the fox, or the angler baits his 
hook for the fish, be says to the fox, " I do not propose to catch your head 
in that trap; the question whether yo» will pot your head into it or not 
is not presented ; hut the only question is whether you will eat the bait." 
So of the angler. He says, "I have no idea, Mr. Fish, that you will fasten 
this hook into your gills— not at all ; the prc^sition that I submit simply 
is, -ifill you swallow tfee bait ?~that is all." We do not say to the people 
of Kansas that their votes shall have any eifect at all upon the constitution 
npade at Lecompton ; we deny that. I would not, says the Senator from 
Yirginia, agree to any such proposition as that at all j, but,, I will say to them, 
that just B» you vote on the land ordinaace so is the result upon the con- 
eJtit^tion. 

K.qsr, Mr. President, is that a proposition which it becomes a Congress 
representing thirty. mi41ion peopfe to make ? I» it a proposition that it be- 
come^ the descendants of those who fought at Bunker Hill and Yorktown 
to agree to ? Jiever, sir. It is a despicable proposition. It is a nroposi- 
tiou. worse than that of the thimble-rigger, for he allows you Ij bet on 
\fhich thimble the ball is under. He makes a direct proposition. He 
does J not say to you,. " let the thimble which we both know to have nothing; 
under it test the question whether it i» under the next one or not."' Sir, 
Bu^clj a mode of coodoct, Jitepeat, ia despicable on the part of the Congress 
of the United State*. ■ 

What, then, is the plain object of th» proposHion ? It was ascertained,, 
as I said, that a majority of the House of Kepreaeptatives, could not be 
obt^^ined for tl^e Senate bill. WJhat waa. the reasoa I Because a majority; 
of th^ House indsted that it should be submitted to a vote of the people 
of Kansas to say. whether this is such a constitution as they wish, and whether 
it reflects their will. But the Senate of the United States was not willipg 
to come to tliat doctrine. How, then, was the fact ? The dispute, 1 say,, 
was upon the question of submission, and bence the committee set to work 
to make a Janus-faced proposition— one, which, in the South, by aoutl^em 
Democrats, should be. declared to be no submission of the constitution to 
the people of Kanuss at all ; it should be denied there aa it is denied to-day 
by the 'Senator* from Virginia, and Missouri, constituting a majority of the. 
Seinato committee; aod ^hich, in thd North, eould be insisted upon aa,a 
sbbijaission of the easstitntion to the people of Kansas, and for which ydu 
niight get the northern anti-Leoompton Democrats in the House to tote^: 
because M is a eubmisiion ; and get the Southern Lecb^|)ton Democrats V> 
vote, for H because it is not a submisnion. Sir, like , that celebrated hupteif/ 
ifrhoi aiined to kill the animal if H rrtta a deer, and mite it if a calf,, yoa say 
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to tbe members constttutiog tli^ two bodies of Congress 4oh3^, if you are 
true game, and vote to reject this proposition, it will kill you whethienf you 
live N.orth or South ; but if you vote for tit, you will be a living calf ail 
4iie days of your life. No matter iir what section of this country ycU re- 
side, if you vote for tbe measure there is bo danger; because, at the 8outb, 
we insist it is not submitted ; and at the Korth, we insist that it is; vote 
^igainst it, and we will charge you in the South with being false to our iii- 
terests; we will charge you in* the North with voting againkt the only 
means provided to ascertain the will of the people upon tie oonstitutioii 
itself. That is the English of it. 

There will be very few gentlemen in Congress deceived or misled upon this 
subject; there will be very few persons iti the States of the Union who 
will be misled by it; and there will be bone at all in the "Territory of Kan- 
aas. The people of Kans^, like every other patriotic, honest people, will 
indignantly Set their heel upon it; and let md lell you why. I speak not 
this, Mr. President, in the spirit of prophecy ; I apeftk it in the fkce of bie- 
tory. The vote of the 4th of January in Kansas was a vote taken before 
thfe question was presented here; it was taken upon the constitutioa ai the 
Lecompton rtien made it, with every one of these enormous land grants in 
it ; and the people pronounced against it by a majority of ten thousand 
and more. After having this bantling here in CongraSs ; after kicking it- 
about between the two Housss, and then sending it bilck with the proposi- 
tion reduced, as the Senator from Missouri says, from thirty million Bcres 
to about four million, do you suppose that you have any better prospect of 
success? No, sir. I say the people, of Kansas will indignantly' set their 
heel upon it. 

Let me inquire bow Congress stands on this qt»estion to-day. I affirm 
that the bill reported by this committee, by way of amendment, falsifies 
every argument which the advocates of the Senate bill urg«d for its pas- 
sage. They said that the Lecomptbn convention had a right to say, and 
nobody had ft right to question it, whether the constitution should be sub- 
mitted to the people or not, and as they said, so it must ever remain ; and 
yet this bill actually places it«in tho pdwef of the people of Kansas to kill 
th& instrument by a vote dt the polls. More than that, sir, this bill pro" 
vides, that if the people of Kaqetas reject this proposition, they, shall not 
m&te another for admission into this Union until they have population 
8u65cient, according to the ratio of representation, to entitle them to a 
member ih th6 HoUse. But, further, it »ayi thit the L^slature of Eom- 
sto, when proceeding to take th^ initiatory steps for ia new constitutibii, 
fthall act "in conformity with the Federal Coastitution.'subject to RuciflrnMi* 
ttttions and reitribtions as to the mode add mannei^ of Its approval or rati-t 
fibation by the people of the pcopesed State as they may have prescribed 
by law^ and shall be entitled to admissioa iHto th'd Uuion as a State unider 
Buch ocTustitUtion thus fairly and legM'iy made, with or. without slavery, as 
8«d oonstituticiB m&y prescribe." . 

,, Here the very advocaj^ea of the Lecompton ponatitution, upon the ground 
that the convention h^id the sole }>6wer to determinia the question of sufe- 
mission or not, come in, and say that the next convention shall t4lcfl such 
directions aa the Legislftturie ct)nvening them sbiU mbke. "V^ha^ then, 
febooroes of the ground upoti which they afdv<>cate this oonstitutiOE ! 

liji'* Puoa. I wish to <3orr«ct the Senator if be will allow me. 
. Mr. StoXax. Certainly. 

' Mr, PnaB. Th& ground: take^t, wae! thl>t, inaamach ad the act und^^ 
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which the delegates wero elected contained no provision at all on the sub- 
ject, therefore, the question was entirely within the discretion of the oon- 
vention^ 

Mr, Stuart. I am stating the grounds which the general advocates of 
this tDea&ure presented to the Senata. I know that, if you undertake CO 
analyze all the arguments that were made by the supporters of the Senate 
billj you would find no two of them, scarcely, standing upon the same 
ground. But I proceed now, in conneciion with this, to another proposition, 
based' upon the great doctrine of non-intervention ; and it was this : thsit 
you had said to. the people of Kansas, in their organic act, that they should 
proceed to form a constitution and State government in their own way. 
That was the language of the honorable Senator from Missouri in his first 
speech — ^^that Congress had no right to provide the way ; that they were at 
liberty to take their own way ; yet, sir,--1n this bill you say that they shall 
only do it by a liaw of their Legislature ; and that that law shall provide the 
Bobde, and' manner, and time, of submitting the constitutioti to the people. 
I should like to know if that is noujintervention ? 

What further, Mr. Pnesidenfr} The advocates of theBenate bill said thj^ 
it was not of so raiuch consequence how ^is thing was settled, as it was 
that it should be promptly settled. That is the gi-oat argument of the 
■President : admit the State, no matter how, and you have ended all con- 
troversy about it. This bill says that, if the people of Kansas do not talw 
this Lecompton constitution, they shall make none, shall have none, shall be 
no State until they have a sufficient population to entitle them to a member 
of the House of Representatives. What, then, becomes of the *' speedy" 
argument for the settlement of this question. 

What next ? It was important to take it out of Congress. Well, sir, w« 
have been taking this subject out of Congress ever since I have been in ; 
and the more we have taken it out, the more we have taken it into Con- 
gress. What is the result here if the people reject this constitution t 
Cannot they make another application to Congress the next day, or at any 
time when they please, and is it not perfectly competent for Congress to 
repeal this law and admit themt Who denies it? If the very next Con- 
gress chooses to admit Kansas under a constitution that sho shall make, 
who can prevent it ? No power on earth. Then you will have the ques- 
tion presented to Congress continuously, debated here, the country agitated, 
until It is finally disposed of. 

- How beautifully does the House bill compare with this miserable propo- 
sition of the committee of conference. That proposition said to the peopl« 
of Kansas, "vote as you like upon this constitution ; if you vote in favor of 
ity very well, the President proclaims you a State in the Union; yo* 
vote against it, proceed to form the one you do wish, and oome immediately 
and promptly into the Union," and that, too, without the action of Con- 
gress. There was a proposition which met the argument of the advocates 
of the Lecompton constitution. There was a proposition that was fair to 
every section of the country ; and more than that, sir, for the first^time in 
the history of le^slation upon the subject of Kansas, it was fair" to the peo- 
ple of Kansas. 

But, sir, what does this proposition say t Is there a Senator within the 
hearing of my voice to-day who believes, if this land measure was separately 
submitted to the people of Kansas, disconnected from any other question, 
that there is a man m Kansas who would vote against it? Not a man. 
There is not a Senator, nor a Member of the House of Representatives, who 



supposes tha'i tliia land donation would re<*ivci a negative votfe in tbe whole 
Territory of Ksnsas. Look now, sir, at the tataefftble trici contained in 
substitute of the conaraittee. That says to the people, if yoti Vote upon 
a 'subjiect upon which you have no two opinions^ » subjedt which you are 
«il Tot, we tnink, there is a batter chance of getting' you to put the hbok 
into your mouth, or put your head into ibe trap, than if you voted upoh 
the trap or the hook itself. Yet the Senator from Virginia sdd, with some- 
thing of astdnishment," not to say indignatidUi th'at^ this wks no threat to 
the people of Kansias. Sir, I aferm, id iriy jp^a^e here to-day, that it is, and; 
is a threat of the most objectioQable char'^cter^ It compares unfavorably 
with the attssmpt of the Lecompton convention. The attempt of that con- 
vention h«,d the merit of boldness, of aud^ity, <?f desperation it spoke in 
<?pen (dayri{^ht, and said to the peopte.of Kanjiap, you shtdl have no ijower 
toireje^t this con*itutioB, because, if we give y«p the power, to, do (lO, we 
Jhjow you will reject it; but this is an attempt to. wheedle, t<> eajole, first 
the anti-£ec<?n<ptou men in Congress, an4 next the people of KAnsas. KTot 
a threat, sir f What is an election ? Is it not the free, unombarraased, and 
unbiased choice between two distinct proposkiojos f Wh«to you vote for » 
candidate for President, d^ you not vote against sorhe other candidate ? Is 
tiot your choice free, untrammeled, to vote for A or. to vote ' for B, as you 
choose? 

What was the House proposition wbicb we rejectoS, and for which' the 
oomrnittee of conference recommend this asneudment as a substitute i It 
was this: ify^jx ^jreint the Lecompton constitution, takfi it; if you reject it, 
you have th^ liberty to mak^ pne for yourselyes je.bich will he satisfactory, 
and you are to proceed to do it. But this amendment says if ypu will take 
this constitution, which is known to be obnoxious, lye; will graiit you so 
much land. I say, Mr. President, it' i^ known by every form of procedure 
that l)ecomps a free people, bj the resolutions of conventions, by the memo- 
rials and resolutions 'of their Legislature,' by the memorials of their, civil 
officers, by a vote of the people at the pojls; by every means, I repeat, 
which becomes a free people, Congress Js his^ncally to-day 
that the people of Kansas are uncompromisingly opposed, to this^ ;in- 
strument. Knowing that — ^yes, sir, there ou^ht to be emphasis upon 
thede words— ^nowmy that, this comm^tee' amendihent si^ l^Q^ 
propositiott wbicli no man in Kansas, or. here, disputes ^r^nd brvr, If ;tb^a 
induced, you vole for the land, you are under^a constitution which you hate 
and despise. 

Sir, it was noble, it. waft-patriotic, it was becoming, the great ijameiand 
{&mQ of the honorable Senator from Kfmtucky, (Mr, CRmsiNDKN,) when 
hie asked the Senate yesterday, what would Southern 8ei;iator8 sjvy with 
tbifi proposition reveifi«<ed ! If this were, a free-State constitution, and had 
been Rejected by the people of Kansas in sJl tlie forms in which J^is has 
been,' jind it should be now proposed to subniiMt to them, in thia mode, 
tiis idespicable, txickish mode, is there a southern tnan in Gongre|s who 
would vote for it 1 Not a man. Ican.^ay iu th^sincerity of my Iieart I 
wis^h tp God that were the fact this day. ,; If it were, I would s^nd bere aa 
I stand to-iiay ; and so long as I am permitted to represent that iiftelligent, 
and noble people living in the State of Michigan, 1 never will agree that 
there shall be one mode of proposing to a people for a slave-State, 
and another for a free-State constitution — never, sir, lieVer. Is' this self- 
government? Is this leaving th!e people of Kari^s, in the language bf the 
organic act, perfectly free to form and regulate their own domestic institu- 
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■lio&3 ia itbejr,.0T7Q;:ffEyj Igitlti? perfect freedom?. :WI?Jitf. t^«»r^ 
would .bs perfect o|>pr^BgiQjifM!;Sir,jqb pjan dsra iass.ert it., : It.i^ .aot pr<?- 

:{,Mr. Biglbb) iirj^'de s epso]i' ageiajst it. .SpeAld^ , of.:thO: ;<Jpofeine tb;?,* 
iOougress lias slwUy.iadY<9cei'edj;h^ . '„■■;.••■■■ 
• An esseatial -elemeEt' ifi th&i- doctrine is,: that Congress . -will not intferf^EO VFitb 
tbo.^o.nieaw eJ^^ira qf ithe T?riiitpri?s^_^tliat as.to tl^e J3ode fin.<}, rtiaBn<?r of making ^ 
government ;i^he,|»^opiiQ^^ tbiVTi^rritprjf? fbpajd be i^restpaii^ed ; thflt.C.opgro^ 
,voula.4^ifle on^ t^e quW^iopr adiniss^^^^ the obligations of tls,e Con- 

'BtitutioD,^ iift'd ■iliat''w6iild ■^o oli 'the eingl'e point' V hfetHe'^ the goverftnient p^r^^Sbnted 
reljublifcan: iti its' fdrrii, add'ii'dfc afsto'the £ftode'i>f'm£ilung t^<^ constitution— 
leaving tKat rvTork 'witji. the! pesopIe-'-i-i' - - . ' ■ ri . /; [ ■'■ . ..■ 

He objeet«(i'td'this Hoii86 ptopositioB .because it underlools to proyide 
bow tb&: people of Katiste sb6uld fnake the'iiext'oonstitution if tbey Tejeftted 
tbis oh^; "> Do^s 'not' Ibst bbjectiM aj)piy ' Witb' equal, and ' '^ith greatier 
force to tbia propositi oil ' SpealsiT!^ of tbia (doctrine fuftber,! be says: 

■ "Sir.'tli'at iii 'the'Soctrine bf the Bemocratic' party, held by 'them beoanse ;t 
eonsJGtent" witT, the Oons'titatiori, 'consistent >Yit.b tiie tnie' interestis of this great 
<2bnntry, arid, -with the rights of all classes of the people bnd ail sectSiSns of the Union. 

"If<»v:,; sir,; I . regard th$ Housa prjoposition es direct £^nd, vIoIeKt ir)terxe?itipii, 
beosuse 'it proposes to discard what the people have done, and to institute a' ne"V5r 
mode of nrocGeding. Ifc proposes to^et aside whut tlie people of Kansas have done 
ill the way of changing theh^'g'overhment froEii a territoriaV to a State' forni, end to* 
prescribe to them LoviT they shalli proceed hereafter in makmg a government." 

' That was.tW^ Senator's iidtiOn of intervention, and tbat ivas tbe basis of 
Ms objection to tbe Hbusp bill. He objects .to, tbe biSfVtetber, because it 
'does not priasent IHij issue- 'wbicb be^says exists, in, tbe ^tate of KansasI ' H& 
says tbe' issue in Katisas is'tbe' slavery jssue ;^ and tbat, by t;be House biu^ 
tbey are 'Tiot at liberty to '. ybte apOn'it. "Are' |.bey at liberty to vote .updii 
it in tbis proposition ? ' Hear bip 'afgumignt; .sir. 'He quotes from the Hopse 
ameridmeut 'tbis' clause : ' " "' 

"At the said eleetip'n the vote shall be by ballot, and by indorsing on hjs ballpti, 
LB each .voter mj^y ple^so, 'foV the'eoaEtitution,' (jr ? against the eoaEtitufcioa,' ' ' 

He tbeii says : '. , . , ' ..... 

f'That farns ^pu p^rcfjiTfi, sir,, ^^pial^, npt pregeiitj tc- .to? p^ORl?, ^f'?.'????'.^ great, 
qaestioh at issti'e there, the questio^ 'which has agitated tnecount^'y 'ft'oin one ez-| 
iremity t6 the pther.' to '-wit': •whether 'Kansas' eh'all 'be' a free 'or a sia'^e State.' Sla-, 
V^ry is'id tfie' ionfetltution- cs it Btiinds, ^aiid the question thas presented -v^oTild^ be, 
whether they would have a slave Stats or no State at alL" ' .■ 

■ Tboire v.'OrdSj to malre ilieta euipbutic ia tbe Seuator't Gptipli, 'iyq italic- 
i&ed. ' Hebbjects to tbe. bill. becau&e it presents tb'e (^uestioa v/betber, they, 
tTifl bave a ^\kve State or 'no State at all. Bbes not tbe proposition' of tbo' 
conference 'committee dp tbaf;, too ? 'He did' not state' tbe .Hd'aseJ prbp'o-^ 
Eition c'orrectljj because 'tbe question, presented tbere wasj v;ould tb'ey have; 
tbe Leco'rapton constitution, or 'bave a new ope roade by'tbemkelvesi' but 
tbis proposition is tbe. exact .case stated by tbe bonorabl.e Senator .'from 
Pennsylyani^.' Tbe" question be're'prese.nt^^^ Kansas is^' 
will you bave a constitbtioii making-'a slave State, 'o? hb Stats at allVbe- 
c^i'use botJgress say^s in its' bill, tbaVil you do rio^ accept tjb'is prop9siti9n, 
you sball baye''nb,'S^te at ali^W au indefim 

\'K^o,w, be paeons ^ . ' .' , 

y^I5;o?e, w^ff,deisLr^,jt|tp be a.frj^^^^^ hf^Te^no fair.pp;^9rtaiiitj ofiCJiyK^r. 

iiig out tilelr WilL". ' iHiey are t'6 Be .diBfi^'aeh&ed oa'tMs'vdte."-' ' " . ' 
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Is ji,ot tIjRt tills crss, 60 f;|,r:ag hura.,in language can perfect iti 

"Theycac have no voice.' Kcv, sir, if fcMs measure is to be adopted, the form 
;of:TQtinrj ought to be encli as W^uid give those people i!ie opportuaiLy of deaidlng', 
unembarrasped, tho queetiqa of elsvefy 'wiiicfi h.^s har/^s^Qd thepi' from' the fir&t hoi;:- 
of their orgaaization." ' 

Ib it not remarkable, Mr. President, tliat .ra honorable Senator who ob- 
jected to the House prop'ositibn fdr these reasons, sbould be so suddenly 
transformed into an advocate for the' propnsUion of this committee? On 
,this fieeasioii my houc>rablS friend from Ohio (Mr. Pdqh) also said some- 
thing. He said : ■ 

Aceordincj to niy apprehpnaidn. of what is due to this case, the House araend- 
m^at is tittorly inadmiDsible. It is a violation, as jl understand it, of every principle 
ott ^rhloh Congress can tidmit fa uevr State ; of every safe presedent ; and a violation 
of evoiy principle heretofore professed by'^fclie Deinocrdtic party of the United States. 
It is an uflfair bill. It canflot make peace. It can mate nothing but dkturbaace 
in Kansas, and everywhere else. I shall endeavor to sustain these propositions as 
the, ffiason vrhy, certainly . t^i my oxyn, entire p,ad perfect; (satisfaction, I ehaU vote 
Cig^inst that bill at every hazard. 

"The main idea of this proposition, or rather its pretension, is that the Congress 
•of the United States remands the couEtitution of Kansas to a vote of the people 
and what for? Who authorised us to remand that consfcifcntiou to a vota of the 
pscple.f" 

' -That is the question. Docs the hoBorable Eosiaior from Ohio eay to-day^ 
ihf:t this question h not remanded' to Kf-nsas for a vote of the peoplOj 
T7hich is to determine its fate ! 

Mr. PuGH. By this bill ? 
, : :'BI>. Stuae'e. ■ Yes,: sir, 

Mr. PuGH. 1 say it is not. ' , 

Mr. Stuaet. Very w«il, sir that isi.precisely what I desire. 
Mr. PuGH. I not only §3y it is not reijianded, ;but I would .iiqt vota for 
iihe bili if it did remand it. 

, Mr. Stuaht. Precisely so. The Seaator cowid not '/ote for it and mairo 
this speech. Now,. sir, what was his objectipu ? He asks in this most 
emphatic language : where do you get the authority to reinaud that coa- 
g.tifcJitipri to, Kansas for ^ vote of the people?. Suppose the honorable Sena- 
tor, ^5 a member of this body, should be; told to-day. that hero is, 6.biU fe? 
the relief of John Jones, and the order of 'the Senateis,- that as you yot^ 
^pon that bill, so is ydpr yot9 upon the' dfeficiency billj and it "will be 
counted at the de^k as siioh,:- \'!;i}l .tha hOBorajjle beriafcor-tell me that, that 
iVi no eubmission at all for the. Rctioa of this Senate upon the deScifiiicv 
bill? ... . ' 

Mr. Push, t say it 'v.-ould be. ... . r 

Mr. Stuart. ■ You do not count it as it.a^ffects John Jones, but you co;ant 
it as, it affects the deficiency bill, or you count it for both. If you pass 
Johu Jmes's bill, you pass, the deficiency bill : if you reject Jobs. Jon'is'c 
bill, you, reject the deficiency b.iM.- The Senator says ikut would be actioE. 
upou the deficiency hi)!. Now, sir, you say to. the people of Kansas, if yoii- 
vote, for this land, the President vyill proclaim you in the Union under tEe, 
Constitution made at Lecomption ; if you vote against this land, it is to hi 
tt^en as an expression of your .will, that you do not wish admission into 
th$; Union under the Leoompton cODStitution. That is the language of the 
bill, that is to be talien as an expression at the, polk that you do not- wish 
to, be admitted into the Union under the LeCompton constitution... - , , 
Mr. PuGH. I do not wish to interrupt the Senator more thaa a rnpmeatj. 
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as I inteafl to reply; at 60tt>6 l<»ngth t6 bim, but I only wish to put iii a 
<qveat,, iThat is not my interpretation of this bill ^^t all. 
• Mr. StuART. Well, Mr.iPresidont, fortunately that is oae thing which 
the coramittee of conference -has not left to iirterpiretation. The amend-" 
ment they propose states : ' 

Bnfc ?honld'(i m«.]ority bf'the votes cast be for 'ptVjpositjon rejected,' it hhall b« 
^^^n^ed an(} beld that,Uis people of Kansss 4q not; aeaire ^^tniepion: into the Union 
?J(fith said constitutioi^ nnd^r the conditionB^et forth in i^^^ , , . . 

- JiTow, I say there is npypom for interpretaitiod {: and it a little curiqu?, 
Mr. President, to see what the effect of voting the other ^ay is ; 

[ . "Should a majority of tljo, votes cast be for ,«,prop08ition accepted,' the President 
fiiC tho U^Uted States, as boou as th^ fact isdnly, ipaas k^own to nim, shall antioui]«« 
j^hfi same W proclamation, 6q4 theresftcr, and wlthqutii»ny further proceedings on 
tiie paH of .Oongrtps, the admisaioa of t)^ State of Kansas into the Union upon an 
«quq|i footing Mutli the original States in all respecte whateTer shall be complete anA 
ihbsolnte." • • , i « , . ..v . ... 

Mark you, sir, to vote for the " proposition accepted," dees not ' sAy it 
e^all tL^^ be deemed and held that you want to come in uadfer this constitu- 
tion— riot at all, because that might stick in Hie tl»roat of somebody , there. 
It is carefiilfy worded, therefore, to say that there is not. the most indireqt 
approval of the constk.ution, if you vote for the proposition; but if yoU 
vote against itj then it is to be deemed, and taken and held that yotti'do 
want to come in under the Lecompton constitution, with the land attached. 
What further objection did ray honorable friend make f to that bill! Ho 
said : , : ! ' 

"But, sir, that is not the worst of it This House araendment do^a not, in triifli, 
refer the constitution of Kansas bsck to the people ;of Kansas." ' 

He says the House amendment does hot do that. The Senator asks ; 

"Who are the people of Kansas — I meaii the people authorized, to vote f6r or 
•gainst this constitution t The constitution defines ia^'ca. One part of the const?- 
tution waa submitted to the people; one part was ratified by eVery argument wbich 
xnen cap receive^ I meaV^ the seventh article. That npt only passed the oonveft'^ 
t'lon, but it passed the vote of the people; and who were they t The. coasti tution 
tells us: .' , '.,.<,. " 

"Kt which election the constitution framed by this Convention shall be submitted 
to aTt thi white male inbilbitants of the Territory Of Kansas in the said Territoty 
wpon that day. and over the age of twenty-one yearti for ratification or rejection/ 

"They are the people of Kaosarf; they j>re the people defined by the constitution 
of Kansas; they are the bJfty of electors to ratify or. reject the constitytion; atid, 
We have no right tb' substitute Any other body of eleCto'rs greater or less than that.' 
I^ the seventh article to be oveilumed by the vote' of 'i. fairer or a smaller nutnber 
than provided there! If so, we might as well unmake the whole constitution of 
Kansas. To whom does this amendment r«mit it? Ifc provide"— ^ • (/, 

Now quoting from the amendment. 

.*' ' Seo. 4. And be it further enacted. That, in the election hereby duthorijed, aljl 
wiiite male inhabitants of .said Territory, over the ag^ of twenty-one years, who ar«f 
legal voters, undar the laws of the Territory of Kansas add none others, ahaU be 
allowed to vote.' 

" What is the qualification for a' voter under the territorial laws of Kansas^ 
Thali he shall be a citizen of the United States, and shall have resided six months in 
tiie Tefritory," 

My honorable friend objected to the House proposition because it sub- 
mitted the fate of the constitution to a difierent bpdy of electors th&n the 
constitution itself provided for. i . . 

Mr. Ppgh. Not submitted the fate o^ the constitution^ but the- rCQJWtW 
tution itself. 



m 

Mr. Stuart. la not that tbe fatfe of tbe constitution ! ■ 

Mr. PuGH, The Senator must not interpolate words. '. 
' Mr. Stuart. I am very witling to nay "submit the constitutioii/* if 
there is any distinction between tSe phrases. • 

Mr. PuGH. There is a vital distinction. ■ ' ' 

Mr, BtUART. Then, because they 8ubmitt(&d tbe constitution to a dififef- 
eht body 6f electors-^and the Stustc'r afSmied that—they had no right to 
iubmSt that cbustitution to a different body of voters from that body pro- 
vided for in the constitution itself. ' . 

Mr. PubH. I say 80 still. 
' Mr. Stuart. Let me compare that with this caso. The Senator ct>n- 
•cedes that tbe vote of the people; under this committee's amendment:, on 
the land ordinance will <}eternaine the existence or non-existence of the 
constitution. , 

Mr. PuGH. Because it determines tbe qtestion whether tbe State is ad^ 
mitted into the Union or nbt. 

Mr. Stuart. Precissly ; I agree with hip*. It determined tbe fate of 
^e question, whether Kansas co^mes into tfce- Union with tfce Lecttfripioft 
constitution or not. Now, what is the difference between saying that thfe 
vote shall be upon the constitution, and that it shall be upon the land ; 
and as you vote on the land; so is the result counted on tbe coHstifcotiool 
Why, sir, it brings you bfeek to my illustration. You do not tell the iSsb 
that you want him to agree to take the hook in his mouth. You only tell 
him you want him to swallow the bait ; that is all. - 

There was another reason urged for passing this original Senate bill, 
which was entirely a political reason. It' was said that it was all-important 
tbat this Kansas controversy should not be permitted to go into the next 
presidential electioUi Sir, the very effect of this bill is to carry it there, 
irresistibly and inevitably. What do you say ? If you reject this consti- 
tution-^tod I have shown you, sir, that it is rejected already by the peo- 
ple of Kansas— -you shall not make anoftber until you have the requisite 
population for one member of the House ; and that is to be ascertained by 
a census legally taken. How is a census legally taken ? What is the law 
about taking the census ? It is to betaken once in tea years. The next 
census will be taken in 1860, two years hence. 

Mr. PuGH. Does the Senator nlean to say that by the census spoken of 
in this bill is meant the decennial census ! 
' Mr. Stuart. I mean to say that it is a census legally taken. 

Mr. P7|?H. It can be taken by an act of the Tertitorial Legislatiire at 
any time. ' - 

Mr. Stuart. I do not think that is so: 

Mr» PuGH. Certainty it is ; and that is a legal census. 

Mr. Stuart. That is not the bill. 

Mr. PuGH. It is the bill. , . 

Mr. Stuart. I am perfectly willing to concede, for tbe sake of the ar- 
miment, that it is the bill, though I say it is not. I say tbat if the Senatpr 
fives to see Kansas cirae back an<J- ask admittance into tbe Union, be will 
find that those who are urguing Lecompton to-day will contend that tfhe 
. language of this amendment mejins a census taken according to the list- 
ing laws. If he shall lire to see that day, and I shall hold a seat in Coh- 

. gress at the time 

' 'Mr. PuGH. ' I tell the Senator that it is utterly impossible, from thelaB* 
giiage of the amendment, tbat that could be so. If he will only read it 



he will see it himself. The ratio of rppresmt^idon is fixed once in, ten 
years. ^ \ 

%T, Srtf ART. I "ond^tsljind that perfectly welL, It ifi conceded on all 
hands, that in Kansas there is not the necessary ratio now. It is conceded ' 
on all hands that there is not a. population of ninety-three thousand four 
^iil^dred there; nobody denies iU Then, when are you going to take 
*npther census \ and when you get another censua, will you not have 
•another ratio ? and is it not probablo the nest ratio will reach one hundred 
and twenty thousand ? 

But, sir, I am willing to taVe the Senator on the argument that it is a 
j?en«us to be taken by th6 authority of the Territorial Legislature; and 
ihenift he any better off? Hft* he got this question out of the presidential 
ekction ? Doea the Senator suppose that during, the coming summer there 
will be the necessary population there? Not at all. If this question 
4om$s into the next Oongresayit will be in the midst of the presidential 
canvass and controversy. The very business of the .next Congress be 
speeqsh-raaking Upon the subject of Axfho shall bo the President in. 1860. 
3o that you neither get it out of Congress nor out of the canvass of 1860 ; 
but you inevitably carry it into both. 

Obe word nwre, sir, upon this doctrine of intervention. The Kansas ao^ 
?ay4 the President of thp United States, is an enabling act; that that is a 
pTJ^position too plain to be argued. It enables the people, says the.Sena- 
Sq? ftJom Missouri, to proceed, in th<j}r own way and at, their own time, to 
form a State constitution and be admitted into the Union. "When you 
^Xcfvide in this bill that they shall not proceed until they have the ratio of 
inhabitants; that they shall then proceed by an act of their Legislature 
which act shall define how and when the constitution shall bo submitted to 
the people; to that ejtjtent you repeal the organic act of Kansas, if the ad- 
tocates of this measure are right That is intervention, then, in its most 
ijjbnoxious form ; for you take frora the people, according to the interpreta- 
tiot the President gives of the wgpniQ act, and the interpretation of most 

his supporters on this question, the right that they now bold under that 
Wit. 

Now, Mr. President^ I desire to turn the Rttentaon of the Senate, for one 
nionnent, to what the Committee on Torritoriea, when they reported the 
^nate bill, said on th^a question of population: 

"Believing that the paper presented it tbo legal constitution of Eansu/that it is 
republican in ita fpnn, that the boundaries proposed by it are admisaiblp, and con- 
^diQg the sufficiency of the population, th^ committee recommend the admiBsipn of 
Kanias into the Umon upon the constitutibri- presented, and report a bill dcfeord- 
ingly." 

"Conceding the sufficiency of the populatioi^" said the Committee on 
Territories of the Senate. What do they say now ? What does the Sena- 
tor who acted as the chairman of that committee, and made that report in 
which he conceded the sufficiency of the population, say now ? l^e sfiys, 
inferentially, that it. is very clear there is not a sufficient population in thtit 
Tajritory^ and therefore you shall not pjoceed again to form a constitutioft 
uo^il that is an ascertained fact. 

One word, Mr. president, as to the argument of the Senator from Virgimi 
in respect to his anala^ous oases. He quoted lowai and Michigan as being 
cases analogous in pnnciple to this one. Why, sir,^ in the first pUce^ it 
never was pretended, by any man that;! know of, that Congress had not * 
fiiU and unqualified power to fiX; the boundaries of a new State which ia to 
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be carved out of Onr tefritory. I vnj ihAt bias never been a disputed qae^^< 
ttoo in Congress. The case of Michigan stood under the ordinautee of 
1787; and some of our people in Mlichigan contended that, by the cyrdi* 
nance of 1787, we had a right to the boundaries described in our torritoriaL 
organization, and that, on account of the ordinance, Congress could not' 
change it. I made an exansinaition into that subject at that day, and I 
came to the conclusion, in an hour, that the ordinance of 1787 did not 
constitute an exception ; that Congress had the sole and unlimited poner 
to describe the boundaries of the new Stat« carved out of our own territory 
when asking to be admitted into this Union. 

But, sir, even if that is disputable, there was in the case of Iowa, and. in 
the case of Michigan, an actual dispute existing. We were in a disputa*. 
tiou with the State of Ohio, and Ohio and Michigan had their citizens UQder 
arms on this disputed boundary. In tl>at condition of things, Michigan 
asking to be admitted into the Union, what did Congress do? Why sen- 
sibly, wisely, patriotically, they said: " We will not admit a new State 
into the Union, and at that instant create a bloody war between that St9-iQ 
and Ohio as to where the actual boundary is ; we iiavo the power, and we 
will settle it now.'* Therefore, they said to us in Michigan : " You niust 
by a convention of your people, agree tc this boundary^ and thereupon you 
shall be admitted." We did agree: to it, and were admitted. But I say, 
again, there was an actual dispute as to boundary, but no objection to our 
constitution. Is there any dispute about this land donation of KansaiS f 
Who is disputing it? Where does the man live? What is his namef 
There is no controversy about the land grant, but the people.do object to 
the constitution. Then what becomes of the analogy ? I have asked^ ind 
I'beg leave to repeat the question, is it believed if this donation of land 
were submitted fw a distinct, separatie proposition to the people of Kansas 
that there would be a vote against it ? Not One. What then ought to be 
the preamble to this amendmenti In the first place, let ua see what it is :' 

*' Whereu8 the people of the Territory of Kansas did, by a convention of delegates 
aesmbled at Leeompton on the 7th day of November, 1857, for that purpose* Vatiti 
for themselves a eoaatitutioa and Stat« government, which constitution is republican ; , 
and whereas, at the R&me time and^lace, said convention did adopt an ordinanoe, 
which said ordinance asserts that Kansas, when admitted as a State, will have an 
undoubted right to tax the lands within her limits belonging to the United States, 
and eposes to reUnquish said asserted rights if cevtain conditions, set forth in said 
oj-din&ncs: bo accepted and agreed to by the Congress of the United States; iaiid 
whereits, the said conatitation and ordinance have been presented toCongt^aa by 
order of sold convention, and adraieaion of said Territory into the Union thereon as 
a $t^te requested ; and whereas, said ordinance is not acceptable to Congress, and 
it is desirable to ascertain whether the people of Kansas concur in the changes, in 
said ordinance hereinafter staled, and desire admission into the Union as a^tetc as' 
herein proposed : Therefor*,, ".fie. «re«atf(etii" &c. 

No wy sir, is it desirable to ascertain that fact? The language of tfee' 
preamble is : 

" Whcr(<a3, it ia desirable to ascertain whether the people of Kansas concur in the 
cHaages." • 

Haveyott any doubt about it? No man has. Sir, this ought to hj(ve ' 
been the preamble to this bill : "Whereas, the Lecompton convention- 
fornjed a constitution which they knew was repugnant to the will awd 
wishea of the people of Kansas, and knowing that, refused to submit it' to 
them for ratification or rejection in fact, though they professed to, in fot-m *, 
^fh^teas, that constitution has been presented to Congress, and whereas, 
thei Senatfe has passed a bill to carry out the.' project of the Lecompt^m 
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oonB-putioDj aiid -whereas, a roajdrifc/ .aid in. that purpose cannot, bo ob- 
tained ia the House of Representativa?^ abd whereas, the House insists that 
th6 will of tha people shall be ascertained throughiS submission of this 
donititotion to them, and whereaa, the iliinority in, the House can never 
be made to voto for a bill that does flrtVfc% submit it, and it being therefor^, 
ibdispeosable so to ffame a bill that it may be called submission in ona 
section of the Union, aud non-atibmiswon in the other : Therefore, " Be it 
enacted,^* tSsc 

Uhat is this case, and that ought to be the preamble to this proposition, 
because it is the living truth to-day. Do you tell me, sir, that, if a majority 
of viotes could have been obtained in the! House of Representatives to the 
Senate bill, that you would have ever troubled yourself to aseertain whether 
the people would consent to modify this ordinancti ? Whao did your bill 
say t The second section said : ^ 

"Sbc. 2. And be it further enacted, Thaffc the State of ICansns is admitted into th« 
Union upon the express eonditittu that eaid State shall never interfere with the pri- 
mary disposal of the public landa, or with any regulationn which Congress may tind 
nooessary for securing the title in said lands to the bona fide purchaser and grantees 
thereof, or 'impoee, or levy any tax, assessment, or imposition of ony description 
whatever, upon them or other property of the United States within the limits of 
said State; and nothing in this act eh all be construed ais anassent by Congresti to 
all or io ftny of the propositions or claims contained in the ordinance of the said con- 
stitation of the people of Kansas, nor to deprive the said 8t'tte of Kansas of tb« 
sanie grants which were contained in the set of Congress entitled, 'An act to author- 
ise the people of the Torritoty of Minflesota to form a constitution aud State gorern-. 
ment,'" (Jtc. 

; And we amended that, on my motion, so as to refer to land grants here- 
after; to be made by Congress. • Do yon suppose, sir, that there is any man 
ia Congress or in this broad Union so weak, so imbecile, so idiotic — who 
ia out of an asylum — as to suppose that there is a reality in this preamble 
to the amendment of the conference committee, that that committee really 
doubted whether the people of Kansas would be willing to modify that 
claim? Why, sir, the people of Kansas never made it. I 'tell you again, 
that it was a trick of this Lecorapton convention to ask for such an enor- 
mous grant, and to make the people believe that it might be obtained, as 
would keep them quiet under tho fraud they were seeking to practice by 
the constitution they promulgated. That is it, and it is nothing else. 

I One word upon the general subject alluded to by the honorable Senator 
from Missouri, and I shall have done. He said, on introducing this report 
into the Senate, that it was not an amendment which was entirely satisfae- 
tory to anybody. Well, sir, I a^re^ to that — it is not, and it ought not Io 
be. But he says that he offers it as a measure of peace to the country on 
this distracting subject. Sir, upon the question of giving peace to tb« 
country upon this slavery question, I will go as far to-day, or any day, while 
I am honored with a seat here, as any other living man ; I will go as ftur 
M -he who goes farthest. But, Mr. Preside.ut, peace, either in Kansas or 
among the States of this Union, can never be obtained except by straighji?-, 
forward, honest, fair legislation to all sections of the oountry. If Congress 
adeks to play a trick upon, Kansas, \hi honest heart of the whole Republic 
will, involuntarily, revolt at it. That Congress in this amendment does 
se«k by this device, this trick, to slid* Kansas into J(he jJnion is too clear 
for, disputation;, for, as I said, without impugning, and with a design not 
to impugn, the motives of any man^ this biTl must be intended to meain 
what are the natural conseqaeaces of . its language. It is, therefQie, a,bll 



franapd to enable certain njen to voss for; it upon the grouqd th . ' • . : 
BuUijaission of the constitytl^tii of -KscffaSj and to enable certain other.qiiea 
to vote for it upon the grc jiod thtit itw s'lbinission; and; to cut m^n dowQ' 
j^. one section of theUnicE who v..i« ag imai it because it is no eul^njiseion, . 
md to cut. men down in anoUier sfi tiou of tbe, l)uion who vote against it 
biScause it is subroiss^'or*. ' , 

Now, sir, it may bo ^iskfed of me— if not here, it may be.aBl;ed.^^lBewbe^^^— 
if I believe that this b5il puts the subject of this, constitution within th^ 
power of the people oi' Kaui^, so that'tbey can,;B8 I believe they, s.111, ia- 
digaautly put their heel upon it, and thus destroy tbe monster — why do I 
appose the measure ? 1 oppose it upon the same ground that I would <>p- . 
pose an acciimulation of property in a dishonorable, wfiy ; I opppse it as X 
would oppose the reception of stolen propei;ty, knowing it to be stolen ;- 1 
oppose it becax^e it is.unbeconttipg the magnanimity and generosity of ja-. 
great people, and a Congress representing a great people ; because, whila • 
in efif^ci: the people may destroy this constitution, those who report, it; hers ; 
to-da; in their places have sajd that the constitution is not submitted ; I op- 
pose it, sir, upon higher.principlos than any possible personal cossetjuences;; 
I oppose it because it seeks to lay down in the admission of States into thi*. 
Union one set of propositions for one character of States, and another set 
of propositions for a different character of States; I oppose it because, in- 
stead of giving peace to the country, which I most fervently desire, it will 
inevitably increase and pro:note excitement and discord throughout the 
Confederacy ; and because it is in plain violation of the letter and spirit 
of the organic law of Kansas, and the true principles of self-government. 

I have said, sir, and I beg leave to repeat it again from the very bottom 
of my heart, I wish to-day, in the settlement of this principle, that this 
Ijecompton constitution was a free-State constitution, that it might be seen 
how indignantly the representatives of the North would despise, and con- 
demn, and deride, and trample under foot such a proposition as this. Sir, 
I will never agree to any such unjust, despicable discrivninatiou as is con- 
tained in this bill. 

Sir, we are called upon to say to the people of Kansas, " if you will 
take this obnoxious constitution, you may come in now, at once, by tho 
proclamation of the President — a constitution which we know is obnoxious 
to every impulse of your nature; but if you insist upon fiaming a consti- 
tution that is agreeable to your judgment and your wishes, you shall not 
<»ome in until you have doubled your population ;" and yet I am asked to 
vote for it. Why, sir, if it were submitted to me as the only alternative, 
and I were so borne down by oppression or under duress, that I was com- 
pelled to falsify all my opinions of constitutional autbority, and tak« 
the naked Senate bill or take this thing, infinitely would I prefer the origi- 
nal Senate bill, because that does stand and can stand upon technical legal 
authority,'if you choose to use that iu opposition to the known will of the 
people. This can stand on nothing either human or divine. If you wera 
to set it up and apply the commandment to it, you coul^ not make it out 
heresy to worship it; for it is not like anything in the heavens above, or in 
tiie earth beneath, or the waters under the earth. It is an anomaly, a mise- 
rable, ingeniously-concocted pretence to smuggle through Congress, and 
fasten upon the necks of the people of Kansas, an obnoxious organic law. 

There is a necessity for conciliation, for fair treatment, for peace among 
\h& States of the Union ; and that course of policy is the easiest and simplest 
man can devise. It ia bo plain, that the wayfaring man as he runs 



I 



may read accl titidepstanii; ■ It dimply to dedl Bbae'stly/ deal 3udt|Y,;dM^ 
fairly. Do unto the- psoplfc/'ol'KansEis ybu'wbuld, under similar cifcWtn;- 
Efa'ttcesi-'be done by— 'that all. Do tiiat;; peace wili reign thrcoigliou't: 
all you^ borders ; every man id tbis broad land, under bis ovyn vino and " 
fig-tree, caa entertain-sCicb opidiotiti as be ebooses. But, sir, you eontim^i; 
to practieo sucb frauds as the Lecompton cpoTention iuaugnratedj such ' 
frauds as tbia bill is a bad imitation of, and you ."vviil spread danger and 
conflagration tbrougbout ibis Union. If you will insist, as a Congress, 
upon being disbonest, psrLial, trickisb, tbe time will not b'e far distant wbenl 
a civil f/ar will spread over ibis laud, \7hen you may be compeHed, at mid- 
aigbt, to ligbt your \?ifQ and your cbHdren into , some possible place of 
safety by the flames of yoUr dwelling. If, boweyer, you will pursue tbe. 
patb of wisdom, of patriotism, tbis Union will cover: tbe continent and tbe' 
adjacent islands; it will be tbe migbtiest Governnjent tbat ever existed, br 
tbcit ever can exiet on tbe face of tbe eartb. Wtider all its broad- and benign, 
isifiubttces, peace and bappiness will be secarfed to tbo luimblest individual, 
welt as-to the remotest State. This is' true, because it is the great moral 
law of the Creator of ' ai) •'V^gs ; no human ' pother can ever change its 
action. • 



